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hated and the ruin of what they loved, if only as the enemy of what
they hated. As for the Carbuccias and Berauds and other adulators
of the Duce whom Mr. Werth and Mr. Waterfield rightly pillory,
non ragionam di lor
as one of M. Maurras's literary heroes once said.
On the Right and on the Left there were doctrinaire, personal,
financial affiliations with foreign Powers; brutal, "realist," cowardly
in the case of the small but important group of Nazi partisans,
venal, hysterical and illusion-ridden in the case of the partisans of
the Duce, servile, credulous, fanatical in the case of the adherents
of Stalin, who asked and got more implicit obedience from his
devotees than Veuillot ever gave Pius IX, But all these elements,
dangerous as they were, would have been as relatively impotent for
mischief as were the Caillaux, Malvys, Lavals of 1914-18 had there
been a central political authority to impose obedience and to produce
a Clemenceau.
But what was fatal was that decline in the authority of the French
State which, as M. Daniel Halevy has been preaching for ten years
past, was the bad legacy of the early years of the Republic, the years
when Gambetta was not allowed to do more than defeat Broglie.
That atomization of State authority, described by all competent
observers and praised by that typical Radical apologist for the easy
way, Alain, had now to be paid for. The personnel of French
politics was not wanting in men of ability, or even of character in
the English sense of the term, but it was almost entirely wanting
in men of intrinsic strength and weight. When one contemplates
the men who, for twenty years past, have fought for what it became
more and more absurd to call "power" in France, the bitter
astonishment of Joubert comes to mind. "Combien d^paules sans
force ont demande de lourds fardeaux!" And those politicians who
had some strength of their own had none, or next to none, politically.
How could a Reynaud or a Mandel compete with a Bonnet or a
Daladier or a Malvy or a Marquet or a Laval, with their clans and
their record of never letting their friends down? M. Bonnet, how-
ever, had not even this to recommend him. And so the Third
Republic died because it did not breed Clemenceaus or even
Poincar^s any longer; it had feared great, dominant personalities,
so it fell at the hands of a Laval; it had trembled at the shadow of a